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1
AUTOMATIC ROLE TUNING IN A
COMPUTER SYSTEM

BACKGROUND

The present disclosure relates in general to the manage-
ment of roles that control user access to computer systems.
More specifically, the present disclosure relates to systems
and methodologies for the automated tuning of such roles,
wherein a given individual may be assigned to multiple
roles, and wherein a given individual having multiple roles
may perform actions that belong to more than one of that
individual’s assigned roles.

Computer systems utilize access permissions to allow
individuals to gain access to and perform prescribed opera-
tions or actions within the computer system. In general, a
permission grants the holder of the permission authorization
to perform an operation on a specific object, such as a
computer file.

Role-based access control (RBAC) is an access control
technology used in a variety of computer systems to restrict
system access to authorized users. Following this technol-
ogy, a role may be defined as a set of permissions. Roles are
created for various job functions, and users are assigned to
particular roles. Through the assignment to role, users
receive permission to access certain data or to perform
specific operations. Once users are assigned to roles, each
role could be seen as a User-Permission-Assignment (UPA)
table.

In an ideal arrangement, only those users who have a
current business requirement to access a given set of com-
puter resources should possess the respective permissions to
access such resources. However, ongoing changes occur in
both the information technology (IT) environment and the
personnel of an organization. For example, servers can be
decommissioned and new servers can be added or intro-
duced. Organization employees come and go. These natural
changes are likely to result in UPAs becoming obsolete or
non-optimal over time. Inaccurate, obsolete, overly gener-
ous or overly provisioned computer access permissions can
create significant security risks. In order to account for these
changes, roles that are initially defined and deployed in an
RBAC system should thereafter be assessed and certified at
specified time intervals. It is, however, a challenge to
regularly assess and certify permissions, particularly in large
and disperse IT environments having millions of users and
permissions.

Role tuning (or adjustment) is the process of analyzing
roles to achieve optimal security administration based on the
role each individual plays within an organization. Some
known role adjustment methodologies include the analysis
of'logs of actual access events performed by users. However,
such known role adjustment methodologies rely on the
assumption that either the role information (i.e., information
that identifies under which role a user performs the action)
is present in the log file or the user could be assigned to a
single role. However, in practice the information that iden-
tifies the role under which a user performs the action may be
unavailable, and a given individual may be assigned to
multiple roles. An individual having multiple roles will
likely perform access events that fall into more than one
role. Other anomaly access event patterns can emerge that
are not addressed by known role adjustment techniques.

Accordingly, it is desirable to provide role tuning systems
and methodologies that better account for the realities of
how roles (or appropriative UPAs) are actually utilized.
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2
SUMMARY

Embodiments are directed to a computer-based system for
tuning roles. The system includes a memory and a processor
system communicatively coupled to the memory. The pro-
cessor system is configured to receive at least one database
access log file and existing role definitions of the system. For
each role, the processor system is further configured to
create an existing user to permission assignment (EUPA)
based at least in part on the existing role definitions of the
system. For each role, the processor system is further
configured to identify logical sessions in the at least one
database access log file and create a demonstrated user to
permission assignment (DUPA) formed a least in part from
data of the identified logical sessions. For each role, the
processor system is further configured to create a final user
to permission assignment (FUPA) including a function of the
EUPA and the DUPA.

Embodiments are further directed to a computer imple-
mented method for tuning roles. The method includes
receiving, by a processor system, at least one database
access log file and existing role definitions of the system.
The method further includes, for each role, creating a EUPA
based at least in part on the existing role definitions of the
system. The method further includes, for each role, identi-
fying logical sessions in the at least one database access log
file and creating a DUPA formed at least in part from data
of the identified logical sessions. The method further
includes, for each role, creating a FUPA comprising a
function of the EUPA and the DUPA.

Embodiments are further directed to a computer program
product for tuning roles. The computer program product
includes a computer readable storage medium having pro-
gram instructions embodied therewith, wherein the com-
puter readable storage medium is not a transitory signal per
se. The program instructions are readable by a processor
system to cause the processor system to perform a method.
The method includes receiving, by the processor system, at
least one database access log file and existing role defini-
tions of the system. The method further includes, for each
role, creating a EUPA based at least in part on the existing
role definitions of the system. The method further includes,
for each role, identifying logical sessions in the at least one
database access log file and creating a DUPA formed at least
in part from data of the identified logical sessions. The
method further includes, for each role, creating a FUPA
comprising a function of the EUPA and the DUPA.

Additional features and advantages are realized through
the techniques described herein. Other embodiments and
aspects are described in detail herein. For a better under-
standing, refer to the description and to the drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The subject matter which is regarded as the present
disclosure is particularly pointed out and distinctly claimed
in the claims at the conclusion of the specification. The
foregoing and other features and advantages are apparent
from the following detailed description taken in conjunction
with the accompanying drawings in which:

FIG. 1 depicts an exemplary computer system capable of
implementing one or more embodiments of the present
disclosure;

FIG. 2 depicts a block diagram illustrating the functional
modules of a system according to one or more embodiments;

FIG. 3 depicts a flow diagram illustrating a methodology
according to one or more embodiments;
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FIG. 4 depicts a diagram illustrating examples of dem-
onstrated user to permission assignment (DUPA) tables
created for each role according to one or more embodiments;
and

FIG. 5 depicts a computer program product in accordance
with one or more embodiments.

In the accompanying figures and following detailed
description of the disclosed embodiments, the various ele-
ments illustrated in the figures are provided with three or
four digit reference numbers. The leftmost digit(s) of each
reference number corresponds to the figure in which its
element is first illustrated.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

Various embodiments of the present disclosure will now
be described with reference to the related drawings. Alter-
nate embodiments may be devised without departing from
the scope of this disclosure. It is noted that various connec-
tions are set forth between elements in the following
description and in the drawings. These connections, unless
specified otherwise, may be direct or indirect, and the
present disclosure is not intended to be limiting in this
respect. Accordingly, a coupling of entities may refer to
either a direct or an indirect connection.

Turning now to an overview of the present disclosure, one
or more embodiments provide systems and methodologies
for the automated tuning of roles, wherein a given individual
may be assigned to multiple roles, and wherein a given
individual having multiple roles may perform actions that
belong to more than one of that individual’s assigned roles.
The automated tuning of computer access roles is carried out
by a disclosed role tuning process that automatically reduces
the administrative burden of maintaining and updating secu-
rity roles required for one or more computer systems. The
role tuning process of the present disclosure analyzes at
specified time intervals logs of actual access events per-
formed by users, taking into account that a given individual
may be assigned to multiple roles in the system. The
disclosed role tuning methodology further takes into account
that individuals having multiple roles will likely perform
access events that fall into more than one role. The disclosed
role tuning methodology further takes into account other
anomaly access event patterns that can emerge, and provides
information pertaining to certain roles such as recommen-
dations, warnings, notifications and updates in regard
thereto. Accordingly, the disclosed role tuning functionality
accounts for the realities of how roles or appropriative UPAs
are actually utilized.

Turning now to a more detailed description of the present
disclosure, FIG. 1 illustrates a high level block diagram
showing an example of a computer-based simulation system
100 useful for implementing one or more embodiments.
Although one exemplary computer system 100 is shown,
computer system 100 includes a communication path 126,
which connects computer system 100 to additional systems
and may include one or more wide area networks (WANSs)
and/or local area networks (LANSs) such as the internet,
intranet(s), and/or wireless communication network(s).
Computer system 100 and additional system are in commu-
nication via communication path 126, e.g., to communicate
data between them.

Computer system 100 includes one or more processors,
such as processor 102. Processor 102 is connected to a
communication infrastructure 104 (e.g., a communications
bus, cross-over bar, or network). Computer system 100 can
include a display interface 106 that forwards graphics, text,
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4

and other data from communication infrastructure 104 (or
from a frame buffer not shown) for display on a display unit
108. Computer system 100 also includes a main memory
110, preferably random access memory (RAM), and may
also include a secondary memory 112. Secondary memory
112 may include, for example, a hard disk drive 114 and/or
a removable storage drive 116, representing, for example, a
floppy disk drive, a magnetic tape drive, or an optical disk
drive. Removable storage drive 116 reads from and/or writes
to a removable storage unit 118 in a manner well known to
those having ordinary skill in the art. Removable storage
unit 118 represents, for example, a floppy disk, a compact
disc, a magnetic tape, or an optical disk, etc. which is read
by and written to by removable storage drive 116. As will be
appreciated, removable storage unit 118 includes a computer
readable medium having stored therein computer software
and/or data.

In alternative embodiments, secondary memory 112 may
include other similar means for allowing computer programs
or other instructions to be loaded into the computer system.
Such means may include, for example, a removable storage
unit 120 and an interface 122. Examples of such means may
include a program package and package interface (such as
that found in video game devices), a removable memory
chip (such as an EPROM, or PROM) and associated socket,
and other removable storage units 120 and interfaces 122
which allow software and data to be transferred from the
removable storage unit 120 to computer system 100.

Computer system 100 may also include a communica-
tions interface 124. Communications interface 124 allows
software and data to be transferred between the computer
system and external devices. Examples of communications
interface 124 may include a modem, a network interface
(such as an Ethernet card), a communications port, or a
PCM-CIA slot and card, etcetera. Software and data trans-
ferred via communications interface 124 are in the form of
signals which may be, for example, electronic, electromag-
netic, optical, or other signals capable of being received by
communications interface 124. These signals are provided to
communications interface 124 via communication path (i.e.,
channel) 126. Communication path 126 carries signals and
may be implemented using wire or cable, fiber optics, a
phone line, a cellular phone link, an RF link, and/or other
communications channels.

In the present disclosure, the terms “computer program
medium,” “computer usable medium,” and “computer read-
able medium” are used to generally refer to media such as
main memory 110 and secondary memory 112, removable
storage drive 116, and a hard disk installed in hard disk drive
114. Computer programs (also called computer control
logic) are stored in main memory 110 and/or secondary
memory 112. Computer programs may also be received via
communications interface 124. Such computer programs,
when run, enable the computer system to perform the
features of the present disclosure as discussed herein. In
particular, the computer programs, when run, enable pro-
cessor 102 to perform the features of the computer system.
Accordingly, such computer programs represent controllers
of the computer system.

FIG. 2 depicts a block diagram illustrating the functional
modules of a system 200 according to one or more embodi-
ments. System 200 includes a role optimization monitor and
management component 202, also referred to herein as a role
optimization manager (ROMM) for convenience. ROMM
202 directs or manages a role tuning process carried out by
system 200 that automatically reduces the administrative
burden of maintaining and updating security roles required
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for one or more computer systems. As described in greater
detail in connection with the descriptions of FIGS. 3 and 4,
the role tuning process of ROMM 202 analyzes UPAs to
achieve optimal security administration based at least in part
on actual access data logs (i.e., access log repository 210) of
system 200. ROMM 202 analyzes at specified time intervals
logs of actual access events performed by users, however,
unlike known role tuning methodologies, ROMM 202 takes
into account that a given individual may be assigned to
multiple roles and UPAs in system 200. ROMM 202 further
takes into account that individuals having multiple roles will
likely perform access events that fall into more than one
role. ROMM 202 further takes into account other anomaly
access event patterns that can emerge. ROMM 202 provides
information pertaining to certain roles to access manage-
ment component 204, such as recommendations, warnings,
notifications and updates in regard thereto, over a link 220.

Accordingly, system 200 and ROMM 202 provide role
tuning functionality that better accounts for the realities of
how UPAs are actually utilized. System 200 enables respec-
tive roles to be tuned in order to authorize only the least or
minimum access privileges that are required for operation of
a given computer access control system. System 200 also
notifies administrators of role drift, or changes that impact
role quality, and proposes modifications in response to the
role drift. Moreover, system 200 provides a platform for
collecting and using relevant statistical data. Although in the
disclosed embodiment roles are provided or defined in
accordance with an RBAC policy, the systems and method-
ologies of the present disclosure may be utilized in connec-
tion with any type of computer access control methodology,
now known or later developed.

Referring still to FIG. 2, system 200 further includes an
identity and access manager 204, an access control system
206, another access control system 208, access log reposi-
tory 210, ROMM 202, RBAC state repository 212, user
registry 216, statistics database 214 and monitoring policy
repository 218, configured and arranged as shown. Identity
and access management component 204 enables a user to
log into each of two or more disparate computer systems,
wherein access is authorized in accordance with the RBAC
policy. Thus, the user can access a system if she or he is
included in a role that provides permission for such access.
Access control systems 206 and 208 represent different
computer systems, wherein system access roles and permis-
sions are furnished or provisioned to users by identity and
access manager component 204.

Access log repository 210 contains an access event log for
each access control system such as system 206 or 208.
Whenever one of these systems is accessed by a user, based
on a permission provided by a role, certain information is
entered into the access event log for that system or resource.
The entered information can include a timestamp at the
beginning of the access event and the identity of the user.
Further information may include the associated system and
resource, the status thereof and the action taken.

In addition to resource access events, log repository 210
contains a historical record showing the activations of
respective roles and permissions, which are authorized by
the RBAC policy. Recorded role activation data may include
activation timestamp, user, role and permission identities,
the associated access control system, and termination time-
stamp. Access log repository 210 performs the further func-
tion of aggregating log data from a multitude of access
control systems.

System 200 further includes RBAC state repository 212,
statistics database 214 and user registry 216 and monitoring
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policy repository 218. Repository 212 provides a location
for storing current data pertaining to the roles and permis-
sions assigned to users of respective access control systems,
such as systems 206 and 208, in accordance with the RBAC
policy. As ROMM 202 processes data pertaining to respec-
tive roles, statistical data for further role analysis is collected
and updated in statistics database 214. Examples of such
statistical data include but are not limited to usage frequen-
cies, role activations, permissions accessed and role size.
Statistics database 214 provides measures for specified
analytics applications, exemplified by applications for
reports, machine learning, IT security risks and multidimen-
sional online analytical processing (MOLAP) visualization.
User registry 216 provides a list of users of systems such as
systems 206 and 208.

FIG. 3 depicts a flow diagram illustrating a methodology
300 performed by system 200 and ROMM 202 according to
one or more embodiments. FIG. 4 depicts a diagram illus-
trating examples of “demonstrated user to permission
assignment” (DUPA) tables 402, 404, 406 created for each
role according to methodology 300. The operation of system
200 and ROMM 202 will now be provided with reference to
methodology 300 and DUPA tables 402, 404 and 406.

Methodology 300 begins a block 302 by obtaining data-
base access log files from access log repository 210. Block
304 obtains role to permission (RP) tables and role to user
(RU) tables from definitions existing in the system, such as
for example, exiting definitions in RBAC state repository
212 and user registry 216. RP tables map existing roles to the
permissions allowed by the existing roles. RU tables map
existing roles to existing users.

Block 306 creates existing user to permission assignment
(EUPA) tables for each original role (R1 to RN). The EUPA
tables map existing users to existing permissions indepen-
dently of actual user access reflected in access log repository
210. For each original role (R1 to RN), block 308 identifies
logical sessions in access log repository 210 and creates
demonstrated user to permission assignment (DUPA) tables
formed at least in part from data of the identified logical
sessions. Whole identified logical sessions are assigned to
appropriative roles (i.e., roles containing all permissions
existing in identified logical sessions).

Alogical session (or business transaction) is a sequence of
SQL queries that could be applied on a database/system in
a single business oriented task (e.g. create supplier, issue an
order, etc.). All logical sessions are identified from access
log repository 210 as those containing a sequence of SQL
queries. Hach row in the access log repository 210 may
contain data such as USER_ID, SESSION_ID, SQL_QUE-
RY_DESCRIPTION (e.g. SELECT A from B), TIME_
STAMP, etc. A new SESSION_ID is created every time a
user (e.g., u2) logs into the database/system and exists until
the user logs out. Thus, SESSION_ID represents the physi-
cal session of the user, and a physical session could contain
many logical sessions. Indeed, during the physical session,
a user could perform many different actions (e.g. create
supplier, issue an order, etc.), and each such action (i.e.,
logical session), from the database perspective, is a sequence
of transactions.

Such transaction sequences can be identified using a
“timeout” method, wherein the time between activities
within the same session is identified as usually being much
shorter than the time between separate sessions. An example
of a timeout method is described in a publication by He D.
and Goker A. titled “Detecting Session Boundaries from
Web User Logs,” 22nd Annual Colloquium on IR Research,
IRSG 2000, Cambridge, UK (2000) pages 57-66, the entire
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disclosure of which is incorporated herein by reference.
Such transactions can also be identified using statistical
language modeling (i.e., n-gram modeling) based a session
identification method. The method employs an information
theoretic approach to identify session boundaries dynami-
cally by measuring the change of information in the
sequence of requests. It has been demonstrated to be more
effective than timeout method. An example of a statistical
language modeling approach is described in a publication by
Yao O., An A, Huang X. titled “Applying Language Mod-
eling to Session Identification from Database Trace Logs,”
Knowledge Information Systems, 10(4): pages 473-504
(2006), the entire disclosure of which is incorporated by
reference herein.

Thus, the DUPA tables map existing users to existing
permissions based on logical sessions identified from the
actual user access reflected in access log repository 210.
Example DUPA tables are shown in FIG. 4, wherein DUPA
tables 402, 404, 406 are provided for three roles, R1, R2 and
R3. Three roles are provided for ease of illustrated. In
practice, significantly more than three roles may be used.
DUPA table 402 maps users u2, u3 and uS5 to the permissions
for R1, namely permissions P2, P4 and P6. DUPA table 404
maps users u2 and u4 to the permissions for R2, namely
permissions P2, P4 and P3. DUPA table 406 maps users ul,
u2 and u5 to the permissions for R3, namely permissions P1,
P3 and P4.

Based on data of the identified logical sessions derived
from access log repository 210, the cells of DUPA tables
402, 404, 406 are filled in the following manner. The
numeral “1” is placed in a cell to indicate that the identified
user performed the corresponding permission. A cell is left
blank to indicate that the identified user did not perform the
corresponding permission. A special character (e.g., 1') is
placed in a cell to indicate that more than one mapping of the
logical session is possible. Although the use of logical
sessions significantly reduces conflicts, they can still exist
between identified logical sessions. This may be caused, for
example, by a user having more than one assigned role, and
by the assigned roles having one or more logical sessions in
common. An example is shown in FIG. 4, where u2 has been
assigned R1 and R2, and data from access log repository 210
indicate that u2 performed permissions P2, P4 and P3.
Assuming that P2 and P4 are an identified logical session
408, the logical session <P2;P4> could apply to u2’s R1 or
R2. The special character “1"™ is used as a placeholder until
the mapping conflict for u2 can be resolved by subsequent
processing, an example of which is shown in block 310 and
described in greater detail below.

Block 310 creates final user to permission assignment
(FUPA) tables for each original role (R1 to RN) separately
by determining F (EUPA, DUPA), wherein F is a function.
Block 312 then updates original RP and RU tables according
to FUPA, and more particularly, according to the function F.
The function F takes into account that a given individual
may be assigned to multiple roles and UPAs in the system.
The function F further takes into account that individuals
having multiple roles will likely perform access events that
fall into more than one role. The function F further takes into
account that the identified logical sessions may still include
conflicts that need to be resolved. The function F further
takes into account other anomaly access event patterns that
can emerge, and provides information pertaining to certain
roles such as recommendations, warnings, notifications and
updates in regard thereto. Accordingly, the function F
accounts for the realities of how UPAs are actually utilized.
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According to one or more embodiments, the function F
may be implemented in the following manner. The function
F may resolve the mapping conflict for u2 by, for each
candidate role, calculating the probability of identified logi-
cal session 408 will be demonstrated by a user assigned to
the role, and then mapping the logical session to the role
having the largest probability. In the disclosed example, for
R1 the probabilities are Pr1 (<P2, P4>)=(the number of user
in R1 that demonstrated the logical session <P2,P4>)/(the
total number of user in R1)=3/3=1. For R2, Pr2 (<P2,
P4>)=1/1=1. For situations in which the probabilities are
equal, additional known optimization techniques may be
applied to resolve the conflict.

The function F performs the following updates. If there
are empty rows/columns in DUPA tables 402, 404, 406 (e.g.,
P6 of R1, and u4 of R2), remove the appropriate permission
from the role, or remove the appropriate user from the role.
If there are empty cells in DUPA tables (e.g. 406), determine
if the user is an outlier in the role. This can be done by
employing anomaly detection techniques to build a profile of
the “normal” behavior and to use the “normal” profile to
detect anomalies. A profile can be patterns or summary
statistics for the overall population, and anomalies are
observations whose characteristics differ significantly from
the normal profile. Given a role, e.g., R1, R2 or R3, the
profile will characterize the typical behavior of users within
the role. If a user in the role behaves significantly differently,
it is considered as an outlier in the role. A survey of outlier
detection techniques is provided in a publication by Varun
Chandola, Arindam Banerjee, Vipin Kumar, titled “Anomaly
Detection: A Survey,” Journal ACM Computing Surveys
(CSUR), Volume 41, Issue 3, July 2009, the entire disclosure
of which is incorporated by reference herein. If a user is
determined to be an outlier in a role, attempt to assign
problematic users to other roles. If there are not-assigned
problematic users, the roles should be split.

Accordingly, it can be seen from the foregoing specifi-
cation and drawings that the present disclosure provides
systems and methodologies for the automated tuning of
roles, wherein a given individual may be assigned to mul-
tiple roles, and wherein a given individual having multiple
roles may perform actions that belong to more than one of
that individual’s assigned roles. The automated tuning of
roles is carried out by the disclosed role tuning process,
which automatically reduces the administrative burden of
maintaining and updating security roles required for one or
more computer systems. The role tuning process of the
present disclosure analyzes at specified time intervals logs of
actual access events performed by users, taking into account
that a given individual may be assigned to multiple roles
(appropriative UPAs) in the system. The disclosed role
tuning methodology further takes into account that individu-
als having multiple roles will likely perform access events
that fall into more than one role. The disclosed role tuning
methodology further takes into account other anomaly
access event patterns that can emerge, and provides infor-
mation pertaining to certain roles such as recommendations,
warnings, notifications and updates in regard thereto.
Accordingly, the disclosed role tuning functionality
accounts for the realities of how UPAs are actually utilized.

Referring now to FIG. 5, a computer program product 500
in accordance with an embodiment that includes a computer
readable storage medium 502 and program instructions 504
is generally shown.

The present invention may be a system, a method, and/or
a computer program product. The computer program prod-
uct may include a computer readable storage medium (or
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media) having computer readable program instructions
thereon for causing a processor to carry out aspects of the
present invention.

The computer readable storage medium can be a tangible
device that can retain and store instructions for use by an
instruction execution device. The computer readable storage
medium may be, for example, but is not limited to, an
electronic storage device, a magnetic storage device, an
optical storage device, an electromagnetic storage device, a
semiconductor storage device, or any suitable combination
of the foregoing. A non-exhaustive list of more specific
examples of the computer readable storage medium includes
the following: a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a
random access memory (RAM), a read-only memory
(ROM), an erasable programmable read-only memory
(EPROM or Flash memory), a static random access memory
(SRAM), a portable compact disc read-only memory (CD-
ROM), a digital versatile disk (DVD), a memory stick, a
floppy disk, a mechanically encoded device such as punch-
cards or raised structures in a groove having instructions
recorded thereon, and any suitable combination of the fore-
going. A computer readable storage medium, as used herein,
is not to be construed as being transitory signals per se, such
as radio waves or other freely propagating electromagnetic
waves, electromagnetic waves propagating through a wave-
guide or other transmission media (e.g., light pulses passing
through a fiber-optic cable), or electrical signals transmitted
through a wire.

Computer readable program instructions described herein
can be downloaded to respective computing/processing
devices from a computer readable storage medium or to an
external computer or external storage device via a network,
for example, the Internet, a local area network, a wide area
network and/or a wireless network. The network may com-
prise copper transmission cables, optical transmission fibers,
wireless transmission, routers, firewalls, switches, gateway
computers and/or edge servers. A network adapter card or
network interface in each computing/processing device
receives computer readable program instructions from the
network and forwards the computer readable program
instructions for storage in a computer readable storage
medium within the respective computing/processing device.

Computer readable program instructions for carrying out
operations of the present invention may be assembler
instructions, instruction-set-architecture (ISA) instructions,
machine instructions, machine dependent instructions,
microcode, firmware instructions, state-setting data, or
either source code or object code written in any combination
of one or more programming languages, including an object
oriented programming language such as Smalltalk, C++ or
the like, and conventional procedural programming lan-
guages, such as the “C” programming language or similar
programming languages. The computer readable program
instructions may execute entirely on the user’s computer,
partly on the user’s computer, as a stand-alone software
package, partly on the user’s computer and partly on a
remote computer or entirely on the remote computer or
server. In the latter scenario, the remote computer may be
connected to the user’s computer through any type of
network, including a local area network (LAN) or a wide
area network (WAN), or the connection may be made to an
external computer (for example, through the Internet using
an Internet Service Provider). In some embodiments, elec-
tronic circuitry including, for example, programmable logic
circuitry, field-programmable gate arrays (FPGA), or pro-
grammable logic arrays (PLA) may execute the computer
readable program instructions by utilizing state information
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of'the computer readable program instructions to personalize
the electronic circuitry, in order to perform aspects of the
present invention.

Aspects of the present invention are described herein with
reference to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of
methods, apparatus (systems), and computer program prod-
ucts according to embodiments of the invention. It will be
understood that each block of the flowchart illustrations
and/or block diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the
flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams, can be imple-
mented by computer readable program instructions.

These computer readable program instructions may be
provided to a processor of a general purpose computer,
special purpose computer, or other programmable data pro-
cessing apparatus to produce a machine, such that the
instructions, which execute via the processor of the com-
puter or other programmable data processing apparatus,
create means for implementing the functions/acts specified
in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or blocks. These
computer readable program instructions may also be stored
in a computer readable storage medium that can direct a
computer, a programmable data processing apparatus, and/
or other devices to function in a particular manner, such that
the computer readable storage medium having instructions
stored therein comprises an article of manufacture including
instructions which implement aspects of the function/act
specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram block or
blocks.

The computer readable program instructions may also be
loaded onto a computer, other programmable data process-
ing apparatus, or other device to cause a series of operational
steps to be performed on the computer, other programmable
apparatus or other device to produce a computer imple-
mented process, such that the instructions which execute on
the computer, other programmable apparatus, or other
device implement the functions/acts specified in the flow-
chart and/or block diagram block or blocks.

The flowchart and block diagrams in the Figures illustrate
the architecture, functionality, and operation of possible
implementations of systems, methods, and computer pro-
gram products according to various embodiments of the
present invention. In this regard, each block in the flowchart
or block diagrams may represent a module, segment, or
portion of instructions, which comprises one or more
executable instructions for implementing the specified logi-
cal function(s). In some alternative implementations, the
functions noted in the block may occur out of the order noted
in the figures. For example, two blocks shown in succession
may, in fact, be executed substantially concurrently, or the
blocks may sometimes be executed in the reverse order,
depending upon the functionality involved. It will also be
noted that each block of the block diagrams and/or flowchart
illustration, and combinations of blocks in the block dia-
grams and/or flowchart illustration, can be implemented by
special purpose hardware-based systems that perform the
specified functions or acts or carry out combinations of
special purpose hardware and computer instructions.

The terminology used herein is for the purpose of describ-
ing particular embodiments only and is not intended to be
limiting of the present disclosure. As used herein, the
singular forms “a”, “an” and “the” are intended to include
the plural forms as well, unless the context clearly indicates
otherwise. It will be further understood that the terms
“comprises” and/or “comprising,” when used in this speci-
fication, specify the presence of stated features, integers,
steps, operations, elements, and/or components, but do not
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preclude the presence or addition of one or more other
features, integers, steps, operations, element components,
and/or groups thereof.

The corresponding structures, materials, acts, and equiva-
lents of all means or step plus function elements in the
claims below are intended to include any structure, material,
or act for performing the function in combination with other
claimed elements as specifically claimed. The description of
the present disclosure has been presented for purposes of
illustration and description, but is not intended to be exhaus-
tive or limited to the disclosure in the form disclosed. Many
modifications and variations will be apparent to those of
ordinary skill in the art without departing from the scope and
spirit of the disclosure. The embodiment was chosen and
described in order to best explain the principles of the
disclosure and the practical application, and to enable others
of ordinary skill in the art to understand the disclosure for
various embodiments with various modifications as are
suited to the particular use contemplated.

It will be understood that those skilled in the art, both now
and in the future, may make various improvements and
enhancements which fall within the scope of the claims
which follow.

What is claimed is:
1. A computer-based system for tuning roles, the system
comprising:
a memory; and
a processor system communicatively coupled to the
memory;
the processor system configured to:
receive at least one database access log file;
receive existing role definitions of the system;
for each role, create an existing user to permission assign-
ment (EUPA) based at least in part on the existing role
definitions of the system;
for each role, identify, using the processor system, logical
sessions in the at least one database access log file and
create a demonstrated user to permission assignment
(DUPA) formed at least in part from data of the
identified logical sessions; and
for each role, create a final user to permission assighment
(FUPA) comprising a function of the EUPA and the
DUPA,
wherein the DUPA comprises a plurality of cells;
wherein each cell of the DUPA comprises a portion of the
data of the identified logical sessions;
wherein the function comprises:
removing a user from a role for which all cells of the user
contain none of the data of the identified logical ses-
sions; or
removing permissions from a role for which all cells of
the permissions contain none of the data of the identi-
fied logical sessions.
2. The system of claim 1, wherein the processor is further
configured to:
create original role to permissions (RP) tables and original
role to user (RU) tables from the existing role defini-
tions;
wherein, creating the EUPA based at least in part on the
existing roles of the system comprises creating the
EUPA based at least in part on the original RP tables
and the original RU tables.
3. The system of claim 2, wherein the processor is further
configured to:
for each role, update the original RP tables and the
original RU tables based at least in part on the FUPA.
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4. The system of claim 1, wherein the function further
comprises:
identifying conflicts in the DUPA; and
resolving the identified conflicts.
5. The system of claim 1, wherein the function further
comprises:
identifying an outlier user based at least in part on the data
of the identified logical sessions; and
resolving the outlier user by either assigning the outlier
user to another role or splitting the outlier user’s role.
6. The system of claim 1, wherein:
the DUPA comprises a table having rows and columns;
the cells comprise intersections of the rows and the
columns;
each of either the rows or the columns identifies a user;
and
each of either the rows or the columns identifies a
permission.
7. A computer implemented method for tuning roles, the
method comprising:
receiving, by a processor system, at least one database
access log file;
receiving, by the processor system, existing role defini-
tions of the system;
for each role, creating an existing user to permission
assignment (EUPA) based at least in part on the exist-
ing role definitions of the system;
for each role, identifying, using the processor system,
logical sessions in the at least one database access log
file and creating a demonstrated user to permission
assignment (DUPA) formed at least in part from data of
the identified logical sessions; and
for each role, creating a final user to permission assign-
ment (FUPA) comprising a function of the EUPA and
the DUPA;
wherein the DUPA comprises a plurality of cells;
wherein each cell of the DUPA comprises a portion of the
data of the identified logical sessions;
wherein the function comprises:
removing a user from a role for which all cells of the user
contain none of the data of the identified logical ses-
sions; or
removing permissions from a role for which all cells of
the permissions contain none of the data of the identi-
fied logical sessions.
8. The computer implemented method of claim 7 further
comprising:
creating original role to permissions (RP) tables and
original role to user (RU) tables from the existing role
definitions;
wherein, creating the EUPA based at least in part on
existing roles of the system comprises creating the
EUPA based at least in part on the original RP tables
and the original RU tables.
9. The computer implemented method of claim 8 further
comprising:
for each role, updating the original RP tables and the
original RU tables based at least in part on the FUPA.
10. The computer implemented method of claim 7,
wherein the function further comprises:
identifying conflicts in the DUPA; and
resolving the identified conflicts.
11. The computer implemented method of claim 7,
wherein the function further comprises:
identifying an outlier user based at least in part on the data
of the identified logical sessions; and
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resolving the outlier user by either assigning the outlier
user to another role or splitting the outlier user’s role.

12. The computer implemented method of claim 7,

wherein:

the DUPA comprises a table having rows and columns;

the cells comprise intersections of the rows and the
columns;

each of either the rows or the columns identifies a user;
and

each of either the rows or the columns identifies a
permission.

13. A computer program product for tuning roles, the

computer program product comprising:

a computer readable storage medium having program
instructions embodied therewith, wherein the computer
readable storage medium is not a transitory signal per
se, the program instructions readable by a processor
system to cause the processor system to perform a
method comprising:

receiving, by the processor system, at least one database
access log file;

receiving, by the processor system, existing role defini-
tions of the system;

for each role, creating an existing user to permission
assignment (EUPA) based at least in part on the exist-
ing role definitions of the system;

for each role, identifying, using the processor system,
logical sessions in the at least one database access log
file and creating a demonstrated user to permission
assignment (DUPA) formed at least in part from data of
the identified logical sessions; and

for each role, creating a final user to permission assign-
ment (FUPA) comprising a function of the EUPA and
the DUPA;

wherein the DUPA comprises a plurality of cells;

wherein each cell of the DUPA comprises a portion of the
date of the identified logical sessions;
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wherein the function comprises:

removing a user from a role for which all cells of the user
contain none of the data of the identified logical ses-
sions; or

removing permissions from a role for which all cells of
the permissions contain none of the data of the identi-
fied logical sessions.

14. The computer program product of claim 13 further

comprising:

creating original role to permissions (RP) tables and
original role to user (RU) tables from the existing role
definitions;

wherein, creating the EUPA based at least in part on the
existing roles of the system comprises creating the
EUPA based at least in part on the original RP tables
and the original RU tables; and

for each role, updating the original RP tables and the
original RU tables based at least in part on the FUPA.

15. The computer program product of claim 13, wherein

the function further comprises:

identifying conflicts in the DUPA; and
resolving the identified conflicts.
16. The computer program product of claim 13, wherein

the function further comprises:

identifying an outlier user based at least in part on the data
of the identified logical sessions; and

resolving the outlier user by either assigning the outlier
user to another role or splitting the outlier user’s role.

17. The computer program product of claim 13, wherein:

the DUPA comprises a table having rows and columns;

the cells comprise intersections of the rows and the
columns;

each of either the rows or the columns identifies a user;
and

each of either the rows or the columns identifies a
permission.



